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REMARKS 

Claim 1 has been amended to teach that the outside face of the fender is visible 
from the outside of the vehicle. Claims 5 and 7 have been amended to depend from claim 
1. Claim 8 has been amended to eliminate the indefinite phrase "in register." The 
terminology of claim 2 has been amended to comply with standard US practice. 
Arguments 

The Examiner has indicated that claim 8 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the indefinite rejection and to include all limitations of the base claim. Claim 8 
has been so amended and Applicant believes claim 8 is now allowable. Claim 9 is 
allowable as dependent upon claim 8. 

The Examiner has rejected claim 1-2 and 5-7 as both anticipated and obvious in 
light of Nakata. Amended claim 1 recites that the outside face of the fender is that piece 
of the fender which is visible from outside the vehicle. This amendment is supported by 
the specification as filed on page 1 lines 31-32. According to amended claim 1, the skin 
includes the breakable zone. The skin is that piece of the fender which separates the 
inside and the outside of the fender, where the outside of the fender is intended to be 
visible from outside the vehicle. 

In Nakata, the outside face of the fender is situated on the left edge of 14A of 
Figure 1 of Nakata. The fragile portion 32 drawn on Figure 1 of Nakata is not included 
in the skin of the fender but in a portion 14B of the fender serving as a means for fixing 
the fender of the vehicle. Nakata, therefore, does not disclose a breakable zone included 
in the skin of the fender and so lacks at least one element of the amended claim. Nakata 
cannot anticipate claim 1. Regarding obviousness, KSR IntT. Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 550 
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US (2007) supported a liberal interpretation of the teaching, suggestion, motivation 

test of the Federal Circuit. See, e.g., KSR, slip op. at 14 (finding important the 
identification of a reason that would have prompted a person of ordinary skill in the 
relevant field to combine the prior art elements in the manner claimed). Nakata does not 
teach or suggest a fragile portion 21 of Figure 1 on the skin of the fender. Amended 
claim 1 is, therefore, neither anticipated nor obvious in light of Nakata. 

Applicant believes all claims are in condition for allowance. As instructed by the 
Examiner, claims 8 and 9 have been amended to remove indefiniteness. Amended claim 
1 and dependent claim 2 and 5-7 are allowable over Nakata. Applicant requests 
admission of the amended claims and allowance of claims 1-2 and 5-9. 
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